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llr. Dai:i Schorr 
5113 Woodley Hoad, ri\/ 

\/ashiii{^ton, D.C, 20000 

Dear Hr. Schorr, 

A.lthouiih that of './liich I write, at least by tho standards of my reportiivi youth, 
vjould have been nevis, I do not hide other interests, personal and public. And 
althou/rh I think you'll remember me, in the event you do not your letter to me from 
the days of your own travailli^ may remind you and it also serves to reflect that the 
interests 1 now seek to defend are not new for me and not alv/ays personal. 

You may remember, as I tliinlc I do, that I wrote you on several occasions critic- 
izing some of yout theoretical writings abput the JPK assassination. That is v/hat 
distinguishes me from all the others known as "critics" of the official investigations 
of the political assassinations, Mine from the first Wid my first of seven books v;as 
the first) has been a study of how our basic institutions worked or failed to work 
in those days of great crisis and since then. In extent t;iis work takes up about 60 
file cabinets, all, witliout a y quid pro quo;^, to be a university archive, already 
begun, I do not hd.de my pride tliat v;ith all this great amount I*vo published and 
an enoimty ixi FOIA lawsuit affidavits, where I was, of course, subject to prosecution 
if I erred, nobody has ever shown a sifpiificant error in any of t}iis. 

In part because tlioy have never been able to fault me, and I third: in major 
part, in part because the investigatory files oxeiuption of FOIA was ai.ionded in 1974 
bccauso of me, and for other reasons not all of A/liich ar-e clear, the FBI and some in 
the DJ have been out to "got" me for years. Civil Division once had v/hat was Imov/n as 
the "get Ueisberg" crew, six lawyers and I don't Imow how many others. Some of the 
stuff the FBI made up and distributed widely, from the V/hdte House down, is nazi-like 
and is like much of what v/as forced into the public douLoin bccauso I persisted and the 
Act was miiende cl to mal:e that possible, (a religious ^-thering after the high holy 
days was aerf actually said to be the amiiuil (Celebration of the Russian ^^evolution my 
wife and I allegedly held, and you can imagine the impact this and so much else like 
it had on LBJ, who made the original request, the AGs /ind tlioir assi.stants to whom 
copies were sent, the lawyers v/ho defended iuy cases, etc,) A.s I * 1:1 sure I once wrote 
you, official perjuiy was corfu..onplace , exposed in court <and ignored by the judges and 
the press. Now, however. I've moved this matter of official perjury into a different 
and I tbJLnlc more significant posture in a FOIa case I fi^d in 197G, y©n, that long 
ago, fuid in wliich, because those creatures fabricated a phony conllict of interest with 
my laviyer and friend , I'ra now pro se and before the apnerds court. (He is Jim 
Lesar, 202^393-1 921 , and I'm s.ure he'll tell you I do rrot exaggerate.) 

\7ithout ever making the required initial sear^.es in thd.s litigation, the FBI 
demanded and got a. discovery order, without precei:<%^ider FOIA and it's de facto end 
if I do not prevail. There are legitimate and recognised ground.s for opposing disedvery 
and ^ invoked a num])er of them that werfj pertinent. There also were special reasons. In 
no instance cUd the FBI/DJ offer any contradictory ggidj-nce or maJee any attempt to 
refute what T provided under oath. One is tliat the e mOhadM discovery, for "each 
and every" d(i)cument aiid reason addressing FB^ noncompliance, was clearly excessive 
and unnecessary and. beyond my physical capabilities. Another is that I had already , 
voluntarily, provided all the information md dociunentation of which I was aware- 
at least t:o full file drawers of a total of eight full file drawers I provided in 
iw^o lawsuits. (The Heagan^ed appeals office wrote me separately that nobody had 
t^ver provided that much iIlor’^ation a.nd documentation,) (ind, of course, ho v/ could any 
honest ix)rson swear to having located and copied each and every pertin^ record from 
about 60 file cabinets in v;hich it ^ scattered. The physical impossibility part I 
went into in considerable detail.^^ wider oath and myself subject to perjury after 
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some particularly iia^ity and doubting comments by the DJ lawyer, 

I am 75 and have been in seriously impq^ied health for more than a decade. In 
1975 - and all tliis was known to the FI3I - I was hhspitalised for actfite thrombo- 
phlebitis in both legs and thighs, with the dar.-iage e:<-tensive and beiionS repair. In 
1977 arterial obstructions were diagnosed, inVJCO I had arterial surgery, and there 
were post-rmrgioal complications, the second ndt unconuaonly fatal, ^total block- 
age on the left side. /Vs a result my health is far from good, I*m severely limited 
in what I can do,' I bive difficulty using stairs and can*t use them often (most of 
the files are in uy basement, as the rai and DJ also laiow)j I can’t stand still at all, 
which restricts my ability even to use files, I must keep my legs elevated when I*m not 
walking and then wallc around a bit every 20 minutes or so ( I can usually walk about 
a city block, sometimes twice that much but no more), and ^ live on a high-level of 
anticoagulent hliich can make a simple out or fall very dangerous, even fatal. Almost 
a decade ago, v/hen the FBI wanted to confer with mo in other litigation, it had to 
park my lawyer’s car inside the J, Edgar ^oovor Bldg., I was then so wealc and so 
limited even in walking. The Civil Division has been aware that long, too. But 
their personal knowledge was i^jiaterial to these nazi-like creatures and the judge 
ignored it all, as h#' usually does when the defendant is the FBI, (Even v/hen in order 
for me to be there for oral argum<mt this past J;muary, when I got a friend to drive 
me to VJashington, he approved my using a^kkaestiSKhil/heelchair in the courtroom be- 
cause I cannot stand and arranged for special parldng at the courthouse door because 
v/ithout tliat I could not get to liis courtroom.) 

When I did not comply with this phony "discovciy" the DJ lawyer tlirea'pd to have 
^ cited for contc'mpt. % response, thx’ough Lesar, was to dare him to do it, ? knew 
they do not dare any ti^l of any Icind, any proceeding that might attract some 
attention, Go, lie switched to demcinding money d^images, for tlie time allegedly spent 
in seeld.ng discovery, John Le\/is Smitli flailed his rubberst/imp again and I responded 
through ^esar for them to come out to Ilarylmid and collect it. They haven’t and I*m 
inclined to believe they never v/ill if it means any IdLnd of public proceeding. The 
(^‘'oaganized appeals court rubber-stamped and remanded because they hadn’t the required 
records and ’for other reasons. Before v/e v/ent up on appeal, v/hen J didn’t pay the 
Costs demanded, they moved for and got a money judgement against l^esar, fiabricating 
an impossibility to get it and getting av/ay with tluit, too. In their representation to 
the appeals court I was some IdLrid of never clearly defined Svcug’ali who asserted an 
evil influence on Les^ar, v/ho ought be disbarred fcTr it, and -fi^^^(^ystrict court judge 
•’closely observed" this "for the five years of the litigation." Is the case records 
sliov/s, I v/asn’t before Smith v/ith Ijiosar in tliis case a single time and as my medi- 
cal records in the case record show, Liy getting there was impossible. 

It hapix?ns that for the period in question I suffered a rather large and for me 
exceptional series of other illnesses, including pneumonia and pleurisy twice, and tlvat 
further limited what J was able to do. /aid since the laiit emergency surgery I’ve been 
required to spend three hours a day in an effective therapy, noV'/ become coiamonplace and 
I tliink as a generality an interesting featui'o, I was told to go to a neq[by mall, less 
than a ten-^rnute drive tl’ve not been able to drive out of Fredericlc for a decade 
and my driving is limited to about minutes, and to wallc until the lack of oxygen 
in the leg and tliigh Ca.useS pain. Then T sit with my log elevated until the pain is 
gone and then I v/allc again, etc. For three hours a day. Following different surgery 
this past January I’m to lie flat on my back for tv/o hours a day with the legs elevated, 
(So, in defending layself , the ket and several principles, I begin with most of a 
worlcing day gone.) I unders.taiid that no\/ malls in general perixLt this, early entry, etc,, 
and that doctors ai^o prescribing it often, At "my" mall there are nore than a dozen 
elderly people cond fewer young onc^ v;ho are at tliis daily before the laall opens> for 
business. 

On r cm;uid x invoke.’ federal HuIcj 60(b), having to do c-itli now evidence^ *^^his is 
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what gets to tho present and I believe quite cxce 2 )tioiial x^osturo of the case. Under this 
rule relief froi..^ judgement is available under stated coriditions. These include what 
without refutation-even v/ithout pro foruia denial- I have alleged and proved v/ith the 
FBI’s ovm records# To get the discovery order the FBI alleged, my shorthand, tliat the 
discovery would enable them to prove that they had complied with my requests, and in 
the alternative, my subjeot-ia^itter cxi:)ertise is required for them to locate any .Imperti- 
nent and withheld records. Their major affiant is FBI SA Join IT, ^lillips, a super- 
visor in the part of FLIHQ, How it just happened that this same T^Hix)s is 

also the supervisor in a lawsu^ filed by a f^end, ^ark Allen. In the Allen case, 
before a differfjnt judge who copelled FBI xx)ri oruumce , ^ind after my case was on 
appeal, ‘^=1iillips hiiaself disclosed to Allen vdiat proves that to get the judgement 
against me the FB^ and DJ resorted to perjury, fraud and roisrepresentation. The case 
record holds the documentation, It is not just idy v/ord or my interpretation. This is 
why there cannot be any refutation and I thinlc the reason there is no pro forma denial 
is because that would complicate their felonies oven, more, ITaturally, ^ith ignored 
all of tliis and argued for the FBI/DJ what they didn t even argue themselves. He held 
that these undenied felonies did not defi’aud him, ignoring my claija that I was defrauded 
by them (imagine a emurt even pretending that it con function when one side presents 
not a word other thaix proven perjur^M), aiid besides, they were only "cumulative," 

There is more but tliis ou/dit bo enough to show tliat it is unusual tliat the 
FIBI and DJ are so charged, that they do not even bother to try to dexiy these charges, 
axid that the courts today reward felonious laiscoaduct, (if I can find some of the 
documents that I thinlc in themselves might ho nev/sworthy I'll include copies,) 

I imide at least a half^^dosen apjrroachos to the Post, v/ithout response, except 
from a reporter wlio laiows mo vrell and says there is no news in this. Ditto for the 
iTYTimes, I sent copies of the pleadings of both sides to ijjiem and to porh/ips '^0 
others, including the nets and wires services, V/ithout any other re.spouse, only that 
.undenied official felorm.es are not toda^'' news. Maybe with f^eaver, hyit as you saw, 
lying by Supreme Court nominees also is not so described now. 

In the late 1930s I was u Senate investigator and I can*t ii.iagine that no 
Senator and no staffer thought to ask Scalia, v/hen liis aati-FOlA words were read 
back to him and he pretended that in liis decisions he b].-oadonod rights under FOIA, 
v/hat his record was in government cases limited to his foi'mer cnqiloyer; and with 
regard to hi.s condcimiation of v;hat in tlu^ Act helps get better government, some of 
v/hat came out (because ^ongi’ess tiLicnded that exeiaption over me) about the evils> of 
the CIA and FBI - exposed v/hen he v/as head of the Office of Legal Counsel, But tliis, 
as I'm ha'vdng difficulty believing, i;' the state of ooi' land today. 

Of course it woul'l have boon much easier for mo to just pay the judgement, but 
that would malco me flirty to evil and require abdi.cation of which I'm not yet capable. 

It v/ould asQuro evil* and res.trictivc precedent. (Today it will take about three months 
of my only inct.o*S?e, Social Security.) After those illnesses I tri/ed to dismiss the 
litigation ^/ith prejudice against myself but subject to the rights of others to seelc 
v/hat v/as not disclosed to mc^and the F2 j 1/DJ rejected that offer out of hand. Can you 
imagine v/hat^with only one precedent, this alleged discovery, will remain of FOIA if 
the government can doi.ir.nd and expect to got "discovery" v/hen it v/ants not to disclose? 
Can you iroagine the costs for \/ealthy and corporate litigants? Ordinary people will 
be automatically foreclosed. So, I have to try and I will resist as long as I am 
capable of it.Other./ise I become part of the ^^eaganite restriction on information, too. 
So, I hope you can see some news interest in this because I helffieve that with some 
public attention, which such matters rarely get, the ixjnding evil may be defeated. I 
don't tliiiil: the judges will do as thc3y have done with a little light in those almost 
alv/ays darkened chai:*bors. Thaidcs for anything you may do, ny apologies for this terrible 
typing (I'ld nov/ alv/ays sidev/ays> to the niill), . nd if you'd like to see the enormity of 
v/hat I've compile'’ for tlxi-s 'inivorsity archd.ve, we !^.re about an hour froi.i your home, 

Lost v/ishes 
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I fotmd these pa}?en of an I’BIHC; ticklei’ on ir.y desk. Tliey and more, \;ith 
e;-plaiiations, are in the cane record. I do not take norc; of your time to show t}ieir 
pertinence in what I char-ed, save tliat Phillips Kwore with regard to ticlclero that 
the FBI der.troys them "routinely" after a matter of dayr? and this one is more than 
20 years old and still in file. 

Thiit the FBI prepared "dossiers" on the eminences of the Warren Commission 
lias never been reported. Uor has it that tVie FBI toice prepared dossiers on the 
staff, also mostly eminences now, includdni- a Senator. There is relevance in the 
litigation to those pr( spared "sex dossiers "- on the critics because Phillips swore 
there was notliing onn the critics and all on us had been ordered to be processed 
for disclosure by the Deputy /vG, 

The FBI's own char;icteri2ation of its "investigation" is new to one familiar 
with its record only in tlie admission of it. They never investigated thti crime itself. 
O^ly Osifald/ was investigated, if tV.at is the right word for what they did and did not 
do. (I'm not trying to argue \;ith you v/hen I assure you tliat the actual Oswald is 
not the person described in the official and released records and he had a to me 
fascinat^ record in the ^’‘Rrinos, also undisclosed publicly. I got it from the Navy, 
not the FBI.) 

The FBIffii knew and "haniacd" the long-suppressed matter of Oswald' s threatening 
letter, a± threat to bomb the FBI or the police, from the FBI's later internal 
investigation, . Tliis was the day ^‘uby IdLlled ^swald. (Never told Commission.) 

■^his apnears to be a dai-iage assessment tickler but I don t know that to be a 
fact, Except'for the paperclips I added for my o\m reasons in my own work this is as 
I received it. 

'j-'his and more like it, which I used as exhibits, was part of what I sent to 
about 50 in fhe press who got all that was filed by both sides. 

Ifl any of this interest you and you w- nt iclontification of the names or 
anything like tliat, please let me loiovj. 

IM 



